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Abstract
This study describes neighborhood characteristics and experiences of Haitians living in these neighborhoods.  A sample of 150 adult Haitian immigrants living in Boston, Massachusetts provided information related to their neighborhood demographics, support, and sociality and exchange.  Overall, the participants reported living in their neighborhood for a significant period of time (on average, five years), living in mostly Black communities, and having no adult relatives living in their neighborhood. Over half of participants hardly ever spent time with their neighbors and many reported having few things in common with their neighbors.  Lastly, participants were split along various community experiences, indicating that while some may utilize supports in the neighborhood, many do not reach out to their neighbors for support.  Recommendations for research and practice are provided. 
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French Abstract
Cette étude vise à décrire les caractéristiques des quartiers où les immigrants Haïtiens résident aux États-Unis et examinent les expériences des Haïtiens vivant dans ces quartiers. L'échantillon était composé de 150 adultes immigrants Haïtiens vivant dans et autour de Boston, Massachusetts, qui a fourni des informations relatives à leur démographie de la communauté, le soutien du quartier et le quartier socialité et d'échange. Dans l'ensemble, les participants ont déclaré vivre dans leur quartier pour une période de temps significative (en moyenne, cinq ans), vivant dans des communautés essentiellement noires, et ne pas avoir de parents adultes vivant dans leur quartier.  Plus de la moitié des participants presque jamais passé du temps avec leurs voisins et beaucoup ont déclaré avoir peu de choses en commun avec leurs voisins.  Enfin, en ce qui concerne le soutien du quartier et de la socialité et d'échange, les participants ont été répartis le long de diverses expériences communautaires mesurées, ce qui indique que, bien que certains peuvent utiliser des supports dans le quartier, beaucoup ne sont pas parvenus à leurs voisins pour le soutien.  Recommandations pour la recherche et la pratique sont fournis.
         Mots-clés: communauté, les Haïtiens, le soutien social, les immigrants, le quartier, le règlement
Neighborhoods Characteristics, Support, and Sociality & Exchange among Haitian Immigrants
Introduction
Research indicates that new immigrants face many challenges and obstacles upon arrival to their host country (Suárez-Orozco, Suárez-Orozco, & Qin, 2005) that can significantly impact their psychological and physical health.  However, such challenges may be mediated by country of origin (Nho, 1999; Hamilton & Hummer, 2011), migration patterns (Torres, 2010), the socioeconomic class of the newcomers (Cuellar & Roberts, 1999), and the types of support received upon arrival in the host country.  There is a growing body of research on sense of community and social support amongst immigrant groups (Bathum & Baumann, 2007; Dudgeon et al, 2002; Ebaugh & Curry, 2000; Shaw, 2008), but few have focused on Haitians, the second largest Black immigrant group in the United States (Thomas, 2012).  According to the 2014 Migration Policy Institute, ‘approximately 915,000 Haitian immigrants and their children live in the U.S.’, representing “1.5% of the total foreign-born population” (Migration Policy Institute, 2014, p.1).  This paper provides a description of the neighborhood characteristics in which Haitians reside and the community experiences of a sample of Haitians living in the United States. 

Experiences of Black Caribbean Immigrants in the United States  
According to population data, there are a growing number of Black immigrants to the United States, mainly coming from the Caribbean.  The Migration Policy Institute report (Thomas, 2012) highlights that ‘the 1.7 million of Caribbean-born Black immigrants in the U.S. represent just over half of all Black immigrants in the country; most come from Jamaica, Haiti, Trinidad and Tobago, and Dominican Republic’ (p. 1).  These individuals tend to mostly live in New York and Miami and thus often live in close-knit cultural societies (Auderbert, 2009). 
Black immigrants often migrate to the United States in search of better education and economic opportunities for themselves and their families.  A small percentage also migrate seeking political asylum.  Upon arrival, they often face barriers associated with language, climate change, discrimination, and economic needs (Franzini & Fernandez-Esquer, 2004; Case & Hunter, 2014).  Research has shown that the process of migration and acculturation for ethnic minority immigrants produces a significant amount of stress, which can have adverse effects on their mental health and well-being (Ortega, Rosenheck, Alegría, & Desai, 2000; Rhee, Chang, & Rhee, 2003). Some scholars suggest that the development of a sense of community among members of immigrant groups may ease the alienation and stress experienced as a result of migration and acculturation (Regis, 1988; Rosales, 2013).  This is in part the reason why most immigrants tend to settle in ethnic enclaves upon arriving to the United States (Allen, 1988).  
Regis (1988) suggests that sense of community for English-speaking Caribbean immigrants (e.g. Trinidadians and Jamaicans) is significantly influenced by how much they consider themselves to be a unit with immigrants from another island.  According to Regis (1988), the development of sense of community for English-speaking Caribbean immigrants toward each other is based in part on perceived commonalities, similar experiences of adjustment and acculturation to the American way of life, and a shared experience of being different from Americans. 

Experiences of Haitian Immigrants in the United States

	There is a lack of empirical research addressing Haitian immigrants and their experiences of community in the United States (Fjellman & Gladwin, 1985; Michel, 2004).  However, the limited existing research indicates that Haitians immigrating to the United States likely face a vastly different social system than that of their original communities and likely have a distinct concept of community based on their way of life in Haiti.  In Haiti, many individuals live in an enclosed territory called a lakou, composed of a cluster of houses (known as kay) arranged in a semi-circle around a house in the centre.(Bijoux, 1990).  Though members of the kay are commonly nuclear family, members of the entire lakou are representative of several families who jointly raise their children together (Ebaugh & Curry, 2000; Fjellman & Gladwin, 1985; Shaw, 2008).  Thus, members function communally and provide each other with various kinds of support, such as financial support and childcare (Merilus, 2015).  Studies suggest that Haitian family beliefs about reciprocity and hard work, stemming from the structure of living communities in Haiti, may translate into daily life in the United States (Fjellman & Gladwin, 1985; DeSilva, Prater, & Bronkoski, 2009).  
	Research on Haitian families living in the United States suggests that Haitian immigrants live with both kin and non-kin and maintain regular contact with family members (Author A et al., 2009; Taylor, Chatters, Woodward & Brown, 2013).  According to Fjellman and Gladwin (1985), Haitian families call on fictive kin support systems to utilize resources even if they live in diverse communities. Still the research, particularly in the psychological sciences, is limited and there are no known studies regarding the community experiences of Haitians living in the United States (Glick-Schiller & Fouron, 1990). 

Purpose of this Paper
	Sense of community has been associated with individual well-being (Hawkins & Maurer, 2011), as a predictor (Greenfield & Marks, 2010) and as an explanatory tool (Riger & Lavrakas, 1981).  Unfortunately, in many of these studies, the diversity of the neighborhood is either avoided (Prezza, Amici, Roberti & Tedeschi, 2001) or demographics of ethnicity are not included (Farrell, Aubry, & Coulombe, 2004).   The purpose of this study is to (a) provide a summary of the characteristics of neighborhoods in which Haitians live in the United States and (b) to describe their community experiences. 

Methods
Participants
	This study included a sample of 150 Haitian participants, consisting of males (n = 59) and females (n = 91) over the age of 22.  Ages of individuals in the study ranged from 22 to 82 with a mean age of 41 years old (SD = 12.6).  The majority (89%, n = 134) of participants immigrated to the United States on average by the age of 26 years old (SD = 11.9). Approximately 19% ( n = 29) of the sample indicated they had lived in the U.S. for five years or less.  Participants were predominantly bi-or multi-lingual, with one participant speaking only English.  Participants described their marital status as married (47%, n = 71), never married (28%, n = 42), or separated/divorced (17%, n = 26).  In terms of employment status, individuals were employed full-time out of the home (51%, n = 76), unemployed/seeking employment (22%, n = 33), or working part-time out of the home (16%, n = 24).  The majority of participants completed high school and pursued a further degree; 17% (n = 25) finished high school, 8% (n = 11) went to trade school, 27% (n = 40) completed some college, 23% (n = 33) finished college, and 13% (n = 19) pursued graduate or professional school after college. 
Measures

	Neighborhoods Characteristics. The Neighborhoods and Family Questionnaire (NFQ; Belle, 1982) is composed of eighty-five questions focusing on neighborhood composition, relationship with neighbors, family connection, and help seeking behavior.  The measure has been used extensively with ethnically diverse samples, including Blacks/African Americans and is reported to be reliable and valid for work with these samples.  The neighborhood characteristics of the participants were measured using items from the NFQ that represent general neighborhood support, neighborhood sociality and exchange, and other general neighborhood characteristics.  Table 1 presents the items comprising general characteristics of the neighborhood, including neighborhood diversity, number of adult relatives in the neighborhood, boundaries of the neighborhood, and how much do people in neighborhood have in common.
Table 1.
Neighborhoods Characteristics
	Item
	
	Percentage (n)

	Where did you live
(M=3.97)
	always lived in neighborhood
another country
outside of state
another city/town
another section of city
a close-by neighborhood.
	1.3% (n=1)
24.2% (n=36)
10.7% (n=16)
20.1% (n=30)
27.5% (n=41)
16.1% (n=24)

	What do people in current neighborhood have in common
(M=1.70)
	Few things in common
Some things in common
Many things in common
	52.7% (n=77)
24.7% (n=36)
22.6 (n=33)

	How would you describe people in neighborhood
(M=1.71)
	All black
Mostly black
Diverse
white
	57% (n=85)
22.1% (n=33)
13.4% (n=20)
7.4% (n=11)

	How often do you spend time with one neighbor
(M=1.60)
	Hardly ever
Every two weeks
Few times a week
Many times a week
	54.9% (n=78)
0.7%(n=1)
29.6% (n=42)
14.8% (n=21)

	How often do people in neighborhood get together
(M=1.51)
	Hardly ever
Few times a week
Many times a week
	64.9% (n=96)
19.6% (n=29)
15.5% (n=23)

	Do you have adult relatives who live in the neighborhood
(M=0.33)
	No
Yes
	66.9% (n=99)
33.1% (n=49)

	How many adult relatives.
(M=2.76)
	0
1
2
>3
	16.4% (n=9)
18.2% (n=10)
32.7% (n=18)
32.7% (n=18)

	Boundaries of neighborhood
(M=2.51)
	5-6 houses nearest mine
Immediate block
2-5 blocks
6-10 blocks
About 1 square mile
More than 1 square mile
	26% (n=38)
33.6% (n=49)
19.9% (n=29)
9.% (n=14)
5.5% (n=8)
5.5% (n=8)




General Neighborhoods Support.  Within the general neighborhood support construct, five items on the NFQ scale were recoded to form an overall neighborhood support construct.  This construct aimed at understanding the degree to which participants believe that the neighborhood serves as a supportive space for members of the community in general. Items that comprise the category include ‘How easy or difficult is it to have someone watch the apartment while away?’, ‘How easy or difficult is it to get together with neighbors socially’, and ‘How easy or difficult is it to get a group together to help a person in need?’. Items are rated on a five-point scale from 1 (Always very hard) to 5 (Always very easy).  Some additional items in this category such as, ‘How involved are you with your neighbors?’ and ‘What keeps you from doing more with neighbors?’ are measured on a three and four-point scale respectively. 

Neighborhoods Sociality and Exchange. Ten items in the category neighborhood sociality and exchange were combined to form one construct.  This construct depicts the neighborhood as a context for sociability and exchange (Belle, 1982).  More personal in nature, it provides insight into the importance of the social contacts in the neighborhood for participants, and serves as a proxy for neighborhood support from the perspective of participants.  Items aimed at examining specific ways participants feel supported by the community and at attributing the degree of support associated with each item.  Items comprising this construct include: ‘How often do you borrow or lend things like milk, eggs or sugar?’, ‘How often do you borrow or lend things like irons, shovels, carts?’ , and ‘How often do you help each other in other ways?’.  Items are measured on a five-point scale from 1 (Never) to 5 (More than once a week). 

Procedure
The data were collected as part of a larger study looking at social support networks, families, and mental health of Haitians.  Data were collected at three Haitian community centres: Haitian Multiservice Center, Roxbury Comprehensive Center, and Roxbury Multicultural Center, located in and around Boston, Massachusetts.  Researchers met with center leaders and later discussed the project with participants at the center as part of the recruitment process. A trained researcher went through the consent process with each participant individually.  All ethical procedures for conducting behavioral and social science research were followed.  After consent was obtained, research assistants conducted structured interviews with study participants, which lasted approximately 1 hour and 30 minutes and were conducted in English due to restricted funding.  Thus, only English-speaking participants were included in this study.  Participants were compensated twenty-five dollars for their participation, were debriefed on this study, and were able to request results of this study if interested.  
Results
Neighborhoods Characteristics 
An analysis of neighborhood demographics revealed that the average time that participants resided in their current neighborhood was 5.75 years (SD = 6.33), with the majority of participants (75.8%, n = 146) moving to their current neighborhood from elsewhere in the United States.  In terms of ages of immigration to the United States, 9% (n = 12) immigrated between ages 1 and 10; 22% (n = 33) immigrated between ages 10 and 20; 30% (n = 45) immigrated between ages 20 and 30; 30% (n = 46) between 30 and 50; and 3% (n = 4) over age 50.  Boundaries of the neighborhood were mostly considered to be within 2-5 blocks to the closest 5 or 6 houses to the participant (79.5%, n = 116).  Haitian immigrants interviewed reported living in all or mostly Black neighborhoods (80.3%, n = 118).  The majority of respondents (66.2%, n = 98) did not have adult relatives living in their neighborhood.  A number of other neighborhood characteristics are presented in Table 1.

General Neighborhoods Support 
Table 2 presents a descriptive analysis of general neighborhood support.  When asked questions regarding general neighborhood support, participants reported an average level of support (M = 12.84, SD = 5.22).  Aside from participants who reported, “depends on the situation”, mixed responses were found with respect to ease of accessing a neighbor for support.  For example, while 41% reported that it was fairly difficult or always very difficult to have someone watch their apartment while away, 34% (n = 49) indicated easy access to such service by their neighbors.  In addition, while 53% (n = 44) reported that it was difficult or fairly difficult to have a neighbor watch their children when suddenly away, 33% (n = 27) indicated some ease with accessing this support.  Lastly, 46% (n = 68) indicated being able to get information or help from their neighbors while 33% (n = 49) reported difficulties accessing this type of support.  Almost 50% of the participants reported that they were not involved with their neighbors.  Almost half reported that the reason was because they were too busy, while about 26.6% (n = 33) of participants reported that their reason as due to a value for privacy.
Table 2. 
General Neighborhoods Support 
	Item
	
	Percentage (n)

	Having someone watch apartment while away
(M=2.94)
	Always very hard
Fairly hard
Depends on situation
Fairly easy
Always very easy
	24.1% (n=35)
16.6% (n=24)
25.5% (n=37)
8.3% (n=12)
25.5% (n=37)

	Neighbor watch children when suddenly away
(M=2.52)
	Always very hard
Fairly hard
Depends on situation
Fairly easy
Always very easy
	42.2% (n=35)
10.8% (n=9)
14.5% (n=12)
18.1% (n=15)
14.5% (n=12)

	Getting information or help from a neighbor
(M=3.14)
	Always very hard
Fairly hard
Depends on situation
Fairly easy
Always very easy
	20.4% (n=30)
12.9% (n=19)
20.4% (n=30)
24.5% (n=36)
21.8% (n=32)

	Getting together with neighbors socially
(M=2.83)
	Always very hard
Fairly hard
Depends on situation
Fairly easy
Always very easy
	29.0% (n=42)
15.9% (n=23)
17.2% (n=25)
18.6% (n=27)
19.3% (n=28)

	Getting a group together to help a person in need
(M=2.88)
	Always very hard
Fairly hard
Depends on situation
Fairly easy
Always very easy
	25.5% (n=37)
19.3% (n=28)
18.6% (n=27)
15.2% (n=22)
21.4% (n=31)

	Involved with your neighbors
(M=1.66)
	Never
Somewhat
Very
	46.6% (n=69)
40.5% (n=60)
12.8% (n=19)

	
What keeps you from doing more with neighbors
(M=2.25)
	Too busy
Don’t like neighbors
Value my privacy
Other
	46.8% (n=58)
4% (n=5)
26.6% (n=33)
22.6% (n=28)

	
Did you meet any of your neighbors through your children.(M=1.27)
	Don’t have kids
No
Some 
Most
All
	22.1% (n=2)
42% (n=55)
26% (n=34)
6.9% (n=9)
3.1% (n=4)



Neighborhoods Sociality and Exchange
Compared to general neighborhood support, participants reported less neighborhood sociality and exchange (M = 14.17, SD = 5.40).  The majority of participants reported that they never engage in many of the items in the measure (Table 3).  Between 62% and 80% of participants reported that they never babysat for each other’s children; borrow or lend things like milk, eggs, or sugar; borrow or lend things like irons, shovels, and laundry carts; borrow or lend small amounts of money; do shopping for one another; or get together for coffee.  However, 35.3% (n = 53) of participants helped each other in other ways once or twice; 18.7% (n = 28) more than once a month; and 8.7% (n = 13) more than once a week.  Thirty-three per cent (n = 48) reported that they chatted with their neighbors once or twice; 15.2% (n = 22) more than once a month; and 20% more than once a week. Lastly, 15.8% (n = 16) of participants reported that their children played with their neighbor’s children once or twice; 9.9% (n = 10) more than once a month; and 22.8% (n = 23) more than once a week.

Table 3.
Neighborhoods Sociality and Exchange (most say never)
	Item
	
	Percentage (n)

	Babysit for each other’s children 
(M=1.59)
	Never
Once or twice
More than once a month
More than once a week
	68.9% (n=73)
14.2% (n=15)
5.7% (n=6)
11.3% (n=12)

	Borrow or lend things like milk, eggs or sugar
(M=1.50)
	Never
Once or twice
More than once a month
More than once a week
	74.7% (n=112)
9.3% (n=14)
7.3% (n=11)
8.7% (n=13)

	Borrow or lend things like irons, shovels, laundry carts, clothes
(M=1.65)
	Never
Once or twice
More than once a month
More than once a week
	62%. (n=93)
20% (n=30)
9.3% (n=14)
8.7% (n=13)

	Borrow or lend small amounts of money
(M=1.34)
	Never
Once or twice
More than once a month
More than once a week
	79.2% (n=118)
12.1% (n=18)
4.7% (n=7)
4.0% (n=6)

	Do shopping for each other
(M=1.47)
	Never
Once or twice
More than once a month
More than once a week
	74.0% (n=111)
10.7% (n=16)
9.3% (n=14)
6.0% (n=9)

	Help each other in other ways
(M=1.99)
	Never
Once or twice
More than once a month
More than once a week
	37.3% (n=56)
35.3% (n=53)
18.7% (n=28)
8.7% (n=13)

	Get together for coffee, drinks, etc.
(M=1.58)
	Never
Once or twice
More than once a month
More than once a week
	68% (n=102)
15.3% (n=23)
7.3% (n=11)
9.3% (n=14)

	Chat with neighbors to catch up
(M=2.23)
	Never
Once or twice
More than once a month
More than once a week
	31.7 %(n=46)
33.1% (n=48)
15.2% (n=22)
20% (n=29)

	Your children play with neighbors children
(M=2.04)
	Never
Once or twice
More than once a month
More than once a week
	51.5% (n=52)
15.8% (n=16)
9.9% (n=10)
22.8% (n=23)



Discussion
The purpose of this study is to provide a summary of the characteristics of the neighborhoods in which Haitians live in the United States and to examine their community experiences in terms of neighborhood support and neighborhood sociality and exchange.  With respect to neighborhood characteristics, the participants reported living in their neighborhood for a significant period of time (on average, five years), living in mostly Black communities, and having no adult relatives living in their neighborhood.  In terms of neighborhood support and sociality and exchange, participants’ endorsement of the various community experiences were split, indicating that some participants perceived benefitting from neighborhood support while others did not.  In fact, many of the participants reported minimal networking or social exchange with their neighbors.  

Characteristics of the Neighborhoods 
	Participants averaged over five years in their current neighborhoods, lived in predominantly Black neighborhoods, and most had moved to their current neighborhood from elsewhere in the United States.  These findings are consistent with previous research indicating that recent immigrants tend to live in areas with members of the same ethnic group (Baxter, 2010). Recent Black immigrants to the United States have been found to settle in majority Black areas (Freidman, Singer, Price & Cheung, 2005) and form their own ethnic communities (Crowder, 1999).  It has also been noted that immigrants choose destinations based on the location of relatives (Menjivar, 1997) and that friends and family are important determining factors of settlement for Caribbean and Latin immigrants to the United States (Dunlevy, 1991).  In this study, however, most participants did not have adult relatives living in their neighborhood.  A review of the research on immigrant families by Clark, Glick and Bures (2009) found that compared to natives, recent non-European immigrants were more likely to reside with family and extended kin.  These living arrangements are often transitory for some recent immigrants, during the early years in the new country.  Considering that this sample, on average, had been in the United States for over a decade and that most were not living in their first neighborhood, it is possible that the absence of adult relatives in the neighborhood is indicative of a similar pattern of settlement.  Further study is required to better understand the settlement patterns and living arrangements of Haitian immigrants in the United States.
Neighborhood Support
With respect to general neighborhood support characteristics, the data indicate that close to half of the immigrants were not receiving support from the neighborhood, did not feel that it was easy to get support from the community, and were not involved in any activities with their neighbors.  Participants reported mixed experiences in the ease of accessing support such as getting someone to watch an apartment or a child as well as with accessing information. These findings suggest that certain types of neighborhood support are more easily accessible to participants than others.  Instrumental support involving action and time appear to be more difficult to obtain, as compared to informational support.  These data suggest the importance of contextualizing the characteristic of neighborhoods on neighborhood support.  If these neighborhoods have a higher percentage of immigrant residents for example, members of these communities may also be dealing with immigration related stressors that impact the types and depth of support that is provided and received.  Regarding community involvement, about half of the participants reported being too busy while another one-quarter reported that they valued privacy over involvement with neighbors, indicating that other contextual factors may contribute to lesser involvement in the community. 

Participants also reported not having involvement with neighbors because the participants were too busy and similar findings have been reported among other ethnic groups.  Hurtado-de-Mendoza (2014) found among Latina immigrant women that socioeconomic barriers of demanding work schedules were associated with less interaction with neighbors.  Viruell-Fuentes, Morenoff, Williams, and House (2013) also found that compared to native-born U.S. Latinos, Latino immigrants had fewer social ties, smaller networks, and lower levels of social support and integration.  There were no differences in the levels of informational support between native-born and immigrant Latinos, however.  Another reason for less involvement with neighbors was valuing privacy, reported by 26% of the participants (n = 33).  Given the average age of the participants in this study (41 years old), it is unclear whether this need for privacy was related to age.  Due to the small sample size and power consideration, it would be difficult to determine whether these findings had significant age related effects. Nevertheless, this result is supported by previous studies.  In a study with Haitian immigrants in the United States, Doucet (2011) found that Haitian immigrant parents encouraged their children to maintain family privacy due to concerns with government agencies. Parents discouraged children from developing friendships with “outsiders” or having friends over to their homes, indicating these relationships could have a potentially detrimental impact on their children’s future or contribute to the undermining of parental authority. The extent to which personal characteristics such as age, gender, family structure, and country of origin relate to preference for privacy among immigrants and how these factors impact interactions with neighbors would benefit from further study.  

To the extent that Haitian immigrants are concerned with privacy and are consumed with other contextual demands (perhaps associated with immigration), clinicians may provide a more private space for these clients, and/or may further explore how the contextual demands associated with the immigration process or the unique demands of having this particular migrant identity may affect sense of community.  While this is only an initial hypothesis based on the findings from this data, researchers are also encouraged to examine more closely the contextual demands that might limit Haitian immigrants’ ability to engage with or draw support from members of the community.  In addition, it may be useful to examine sense of trust amongst Haitian immigrants (Rahill & Rice, 2010) as one possible reason for choosing ‘privacy’ or ‘other’ reasons over engaging with neighbors, despite the possible benefits of doing so.  Investigating who Haitian immigrants consider to be within group, that is who is in their community, may help further illuminate what type of support is given and reciprocated among their neighbors.	
Neighborhoods Sociality and Exchange
Overall, the majority of participants reported that they did not engage with their neighbors on the basis of sociality and exchange.  This lack of engagement may indicate that immigrants were either isolated or were not getting support through their neighborhood, as is consistent with research on Haitian communities (Author A, DeSilva, Donnelly, 2011).  Most participants denied engaging in the behaviors that comprised the neighborhood sociality and exchange measure.  However, a greater number of participants responded to ‘help each other in other ways’ indicating that the items may not have captured ways in which neighbors actually experience sociality and exchange.  Items such as borrowing or lending milk and eggs may not have tapped into the community experience in Haiti, where members would have already shared food and materials, such that the explicit act of asking would not be necessary.  A higher number of participants also reported chatting with their neighbors and their children playing with their neighbor’s children, perhaps suggesting that neighbor to neighbor interactions for Haitians in the United States is similar to the socio-emotionally supportive relationships experienced in Haiti (Ebaugh & Curry, 2000; Shaw, 2008).  Haitian immigrants did not indicate a high level of social activity with neighbors such as doing shopping for each other or babysitting each other’s children.  Thus, relationships in the community appear more peripheral, with some Haitian participants specifying that they will chat with neighbors, but few denoting that they get together with neighbors for coffee or a meal. These findings provide a glimpse of the nuance regarding connection and engagement with surrounding community members, particularly for a sample that did not have adult relatives living in the same neighborhood.  Future research could examine the extent to which considering neighbors as fictive kin impacts Haitian immigrants’ sense of community.

Implications for Research and Practice
	The findings of the study point to a number of implications with respect to research and practice.  In regards to research, it is clear that while limited in number, the findings highlight some areas of research that warrants additional information.  For example, given the increasing number of Haitian immigrants in the U.S. who are residing throughout the country, understanding the sense of community experience of Haitians residing in other parts of the country is necessary to better understanding the role that context might play.  In addition, a study with a larger sample size representing individuals at different acculturation levels is needed to have a deeper understanding of the experience and impact of community in the lives of Haitians in the U.S.  Lastly, a study that integrates additional measures such as trust, level of civic engagement, and quality of relationships with neighbors might shed more insight into the individual as well as community characteristics that are most impactful and effective for Haitian immigrants.  
Regarding clinical work, practitioners working with Haitian immigrant clients must consider the context both the immigration and settlement experiences of their Haitian clients. In addition to addressing presenting concerns, it is necessary to assess the types of social support clients have, how they are utilized, and the resulting impact of these supports in various domains.  This information will not only contribute to better understanding of the client’s lived experience but also orient the clinician in conceptualizing treatment plans and approaches.  Furthermore, the findings suggest that the desire for privacy in some Haitian individuals may impact the development of the therapeutic alliance and course of treatment. Practitioners must consider circumstances in which trust may be an issue and employ approaches that will engage clients in the therapeutic process, such as storytelling (Rahill, Thomlison & Pinto-Lopez, 2011). 
Conclusion
The overall findings from this study indicate that further research is needed to better appreciate the experiences of immigrants, especially Haitian immigrants, in their settlement. Specifically, a more in-depth understanding of the distinction between community and neighborhood, and the significance of each to specific immigrant cultural groups, is necessary.  Examining why immigrant groups settle in the neighborhoods that they do and understanding the process that unfolds regarding these choices will further help to elucidate this distinction. Lastly it is crucial to explore how the lived experience of immigrants impacts overall well-being, particularly focusing on how settlement experiences align with settlement expectations.  Pursuing this line of questioning will provide a more in-depth depiction of how neighborhood and settlement factors relate to stressors of migration for immigrants in the host country.
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